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Congressional Quiz 





()--What’s Vice President Richard M, Nixon’s 
political background? 


A--Nixon entered politics in 1945, when, as a32- 
year-old Naval officer, he was selected as Repub- 
lican nominee for the 

1946 contest for the 

seat of former Rep. 

Jerry Voorhis (D 1937- 

47). Nixon beat Voor- 

his, then won re-election 

in 1948, Nixon ran for 

the Senate in 1950, and 

defeated former Rep. 

Helen Gahagan Douglas 

(D 1945-51) for the seat 

vacated by Sen, Sheridan 

Downey (D 1939-50), He was selected as Presi- 
dent Eisenhower's running mate in 1952, 


()--When does the Constitution permit the Vice 
President to assume the powers of the Presi- 
dency? 

A--The Constitution merely says: ‘‘In case of 
removal of the President from office, or of his 
death, resignation or inability to discharge the 
powers and duties of said office, the same shall 
devolve on the Vice President...’’ Attorney 
General Herbert Brownell, Jr. said Sept. 27 -- 
three days after President Eisenhower suffered 
a heart attack -- that ‘‘legal means are available 
to carry on the day-to-day operations of the 
government,’’ Mr, Eisenhower, however, con- 
tinued to carry on the functions of his office. 


()--What's the outlook for social security legisla- 
tion in 1956? 


pending in the Senate Finance Committee when 
Congress reconvenes in January, 1956. The 
measure would extend OASI benefits to new age 
and occupational groups; it would also provide 
for bigger OASI taxes on workers and employers. 
Marion B, Folsom, Secretary of Health, Educa- 
tion and Welfare, has tentatively endorsed ex- 
pansion of social security coverage. 


Q--Did President Eisenhower run ahead of his 
party’s Congressional candidates in southern 
states in 19527 


A--In 1952, Mr. Eisenhower won 48 of the 120 
southern Congressional districts, 29 of them by 
55 percent or more of the vote cast. GOP Con- 
gressional candidates, however, won in only nine 
southern districts; in only five districts did the 
GOP House candidates win 55 percent or more of 
the vote. 


()--What does Postmaster General Arthur E. 
Summerfield think about postal rates? 
A--Summerfield Sept. 22 said the ‘‘only’’ way to 
reduce ‘‘a huge postal deficit’? would be to in- 
crease postal rates. The postal pay increase 
approved in 1955, he said, would add about $200 
million to the postal system's annual cost, ‘‘We 
now face postal deficits of about one-half billion 
dollars a year,"’ he added, 


NOTE: CQ Weekly Report pages on which additional 
data may be found: (L) 1094ff.; (2) 1093, 1094; 
(3) 627ff., 886, 918, 1LO88ff.; (4) 1083ff.; (5) 1098. 


A--A bill to expand Old-Age and Survivors Insur- 
ance was passed July 18 by the House, will be 
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On Contempt of Congress 














WHAT IS CONTEMPT OF CONGRESS? 


@ What constitutes contempt of Congress? 
Where do the legal milestones point? 
How has Congress dealt with claims of immunity? 
What are the facts of current cases? 
How many witnesses have been cited for contempt? 


Legal Background 


What constitutes contempt of Congress by witnesses? 
Where do the legal milestones point? Key court decisions 
and statutes: 


POWER TO COMPEL DISCLOSURE 


‘*There is no provision (in the Constitution) expressly 
investing either house with power to make investigations 
and exact testimony to the end that it may exercise its 
legislative function advisedly and effectively.... In actual 
legislative practice power to secure needed information 
by such means has long been treated as an attribute of 
the power to legislate.... (This) view has prevailed and 
been carried into effect in both houses of Congress and 
in most of the state legislatures.’’ (McGrain vy, Daugh- 
erty (1927) 273 US, 135, 161.) 


LEGISLATIVE PURPOSE PRESUMED 


‘*The only legitimate object the Senate could have in 
ordering the investigation was to aid it in legislating; 
and we think the subject matter was such that the pre- 
sumption should be indulged that this was the real ob- 
ject.’” (McGrain v, Daugherty, supra.) 

SCOPE OF INQUIRY 


“A legislative inquiry may be as broad, as search- 
ing, and as exhaustive as is necessary to make effective 
the constitutional powers of Congress.... Withinthe realm 
of legislative discretion, the exercise of good taste and 
good judgment in the examination of witnesses must be 
entrusted to those who have been vested with authority 
to conduct such investigations.’’ (Townsend v. U.S. 
(1938) 95 F 2d 352, 361.) 


LAW ON CONTEMPT 


‘Every person who having been summoned as a wit- 
ness by the authority of either house of Congress to give 
testimony or to produce papers upon any matter under 
inquiry before either house, or any joint Committee 
established by a joint or concurrent resolution of the two 
houses of Congress, or any committee of either house of 
Congress, willfully makes default, or who, having ap- 
peared, refuses to answer any question pertinent to the 
question under inquiry, shall be deemed guilty of a mis- 
demeanor, punishable by a fine of not more than $1,000 
nor less than $100 and imprisonment in a common jail 
for not less than one month nor more than 12 months.’ 
(2 USC 192.) 





WHAT IS PERTINENT? 


‘‘It may often be proper, justifiable, and ultimately 
helpful in the accomplishment of its investigative pur- 
poses for a Congressional Committee to address to wit- 
nesses questions which it cannot demonstrate to be 
pertinent. But in branding a refusal to answer asa mis- 
demeanor, Congress was careful to provide that the ques- 
tion must be ‘pertinent to the question under inquiry.’ 
It follows that, when a witness refuses to answer a ques- 
tion and the government undertakes to convict him of a 
Criminal offense for not answering, then pertinency must 
be established. Presumption or possibility of pertinency 
will not suffice.’’ (Bowers v. U.S. (1953) 202 F 2d 447, 
448.) 


PRIVILEGE MAY BE DENIED 


“‘No witness is privileged to refuse to testify to any 
fact, or to produce any paper, respecting which he shall 
be -xamined...by any committee of either house, upon 
the ground that his testimony to such fact or his produc- 
tion of such paper may tend todisgrace him or otherwise 
render him infamous,’’ (2 USC 193,) 

Source: ‘‘Congressional Power of Invest igatior 


Sird Congress, Second Seasion. ) 


Self-Incrimination 


Hlow are witnesses protected against being forced to 
incriminate themselves? How has Congress dealt with 
Claims of immunity from self-incrimination? 


IMMUNITY FROM PROSECUTION 


The Fifth Amendment provides that no person ‘‘shall 
be compelled in a criminal case to be a witness against 
himself.’’ In 1954, Congress revised the statute relating 
to immunity from prosecution, Public Law 600 provided 
that in the course of any investigation relating to national 
security, witnesses who seek l’ifth Amendment protection 
may be compelled to testify, whether before Congressional 
committees, grand juries, or the courts, if they are 
granted immunity from prosecution, (See CQ) Almanac, 
Vol. X, 1954, p. 333.) 

‘‘No such witness,"’ 
cuted or subjected to any penalty or forfeiture for or on 
account of any transaction, matter, or thing concerning 
which he is so compelled, after having claimed his 
privilege against self-incrimination, to testify or pro- 
duce evidence, nor shall testimony so c.mpelled be used 
as evidence in any criminal proceeding’’ (except for 
perjury or contempt committed while giving testimony) 
‘against him in any Court,’’ 


says PL. 600 “‘shall be prose- 


LEGISLATIVE HISTORY 


In reporting the bill which became PL. 600, the House 
Judiciary Committee reviewed the history of immunity. 
Excerpts from the report (H Rept 2606) 


varterly Mews features 
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“Under court decisions it has been well settled that 
the privilege against self-incrimination is not limited 
merely to Criminal prosecutions but also investigations 
and proceedings conducted by various agencies of the 
government, such as administrative agencies, Congres- 
sional committees, and grand juries.... ‘The courts have 
ruled that a person can properly claim his privilege under 
the Fifth Amendment if a criminal charge, no matter 
how remote, may possibly be the aftermath of any testi- 
mony he has given.,... 

‘The privilege against self-incrimination...has been 
construed so that one is not a witness against himself if 
he is immunized against prosecution for crimes about 
which he is compelled totestify.... But the immunity must 
be complete, that is to say, it must equate the constitu- 
tional privilege against self-incrimination, The mere 
prohibition against the use of actual testimony in a sub- 
sequent Criminal proceeding on a matter upon which he 
has been compelled to testify is not coextensive with the 
constitutional protection, 

‘*The first immunity statute enacted by the Congress 
was in 1857 (11 Stat 155) and it immunized witnesses 
before Congressional committees and banned the use of 
such testimony in subsequent criminal proceedings. The 
abuses which occurred under that statute caused Con- 
gress in 1862 to repeal that part of the statute which 
granted the complete constitutional immunity, However, 
the decision in 1892 in Counselman vy, Hitchcock (142 
U.S, 547, 12 S Ct 195) ruled that the remaining partial 
protection did not equate the constitutional privilege 
and therefore was not a sufficient substitute.”’ 


ABSOLUTE IMMUNITY 


Pl. 600 seeks to overcome this inadequacy by pro- 
viding absolute immunity from prosecution ‘‘in any 
court,’’ while at the same time avoiding the danger of 
abuses by confining immunity to cases involving the 
national security and making the grant of immunity 
difficult to obtain, Such grants may only be made by U.S. 
District Courts upon request of Congress or request of 
the U.S, Attorney acting with the approval ofthe Attorney 
General, 

As of Oct. 7, 1955, PL. 600 had been invoked only 
twice, In both cases, grants of immunity were sought 
and obtained by the Department of Justice, not by Con- 
gressional committees, In both cases, the witnesses 
granted immunity still refused to testify, were tried and 
convicted of contempt of court, and appealed, Resumes 
of the two cases; 


@ William lLudwig Ullmann -- Ordered before grand 
jury in New York Nov, 3, 1954, where he refused to 
testify regarding allegation of espionage; Justice Depart- 
ment application for grant of immunity granted by Dis- 
trict Court in New York Feb, 2, 1955; Ullmann March 8 
again refused to answer questions before grand jury, was 
convicted of contempt the same day and sentenced to six 
months in jail; on appeal, the Circuit Court of Appeals 
April 4 upheld contempt conviction; Supreme Court June 
6 granted writ of certiorari, and placed case on docket 
for fall term; Ullmann free on bail pending outcome, 

@ |:dward J, Fitzgerald -- Ordered before grand jury 
in New York July 20, 1955, where he refused to answer 
questions regarding allegations of espionage; Justice 
Department application for grant of immunity granted 
July 25; VPitzgerald July 29 again refused to answer 
questions before grand jury; tried and convicted of 
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contempt of court and sentenced Aug. 18 tosix months in 
jail; on appeal to Circuit Court of Appeals and awaiting 
outcome of Ullmann case; Fitzgerald free on bail. 


Current, Recent Cases 


What are the facts of current and recent contempt of 
Congress cases? 


CITATIONS IN 1955 


Congressional committees recommended six cita- 
tions for contempt of Congress in 1955, as of Oct. 14, 
Five were voted by Senate or House, The sixth, involving 
Harvey Matusow, was dropped when Matusow was indicted 
for perjury by a federal grand jury. As in 1954, when 
Congress cited 36 individuals for contempt (29 of them on 
recommendation of the House Un-American Activities 
Committee), most of the 1955 cases resulted from re- 
fusals to testify concerning alleged Communist activities 
or affiliations. (For 1954 citations, see CQ Almanac, 
Vol. X, 1954, p. 364.) Citations in 1955: 


Senate 


S Res 31 -- Citing Diantha D, Hoag, adopted Feb. 4. 
S Res 129 -- Citing Joseph Starobin, adopted July 27. 
S Res 130 -- Citing Harry Sacher, adopted July 27. 
S Res 135 -- Citing Eugene C, James, adopted July 19, 


House 


H Res 315 -- Citing John T, Gojack, adopted July 26. 


Hoag Case 


Diantha D, Hoag, a coil winder for the Westinghouse 
Electric Corp, at Buffalo, N.Y., appeared Aug. 6, 1954 
before the Senate Government Operations Permanent In- 
vestigations Subcommittee investigating Communist in- 
filtration of defense plants. After saying she never had 
been engaged in espionage or sabotage activities, Miss 
Hoag refused to answer further questions, Claiming pro- 
tection under the First and Fifth Amendments. 

The full Committee Jan, 5, 1955, voted to recom- 
mend that she be cited for contempt. Joseph R, McCar- 
thy (R Wis.), outgoing Chairman, termec ita very im- 
portant test case’’ involving the question of whether a 
witness, having answered a general question, did or did 
not waive protection against self-incrimination in refus- 
ing to answer specific questions in a related area, 
McCarthy said as many as 25 other witnesses before 
his Subcommittee in 1954 had claimed protection in 
similar fashion, 

Miss Hoag was indicted June 21 for contempt of 
Congress. Trial was fixed for federal District Court, 
District of Columbia, Dec. 5. 


Starobin Case 


Joseph Starobin, writer for the Daily Worker, ap- 
peared April 19, 1955, before the Judiciary Internal 
Security Subcommittee, then investigating the activities 
of Harvey M, Matusow, former Communist and paid 
government witness, Starobin, asked if he had been a 
Communist during the preceding 25 years, refused to 
answer, pleading First and Fifth Amendments, Subcom- 
mittee Counsel J.G, Sourwine said Starobin had waived 
his right to protection, by virtue of his prior sworn testi- 
mony in court acknowledging membership in the Com- 
munist party. Citation for contempt followed. As of Oct. 
14, the case had not been presented to the grand jury. 





Sacher Case 


Harry Sacher, New York attorney, also appeared 
April 19 before the Internal Security Subcommittee. 
Sacher did not invoke First or Fifth Amendments, but 
did refuse to answer questions concerning alleged Com- 
munist party membership and associations on grounds 
they were not ‘‘relevant and pertinent tosome legislative 
purpose.’’ Citation for contempt followed. As of Oct. 14, 
the case had not been presented to the grand jury. 


James Case 


Eugene C, James, former secretary-treasurer of the 
International |.aundry Workers Union (AFL), appeared 
March 29 before the Senate Labor and Public Welfare 
Pension and Welfare Funds Subcommittee, then investi- 
gating the use of union welfare funds, James was asked 
to explain what had happened to $900,000 turned over by 
his Union’s welfare fund to a New Jersey insurance 
broker. James invoked the Fifth Amendment, Citation 
for contempt followed. As of Oct. 14, the case had not 
been presented to the grand jury. 


Gojack Case 


John T, Gojack, one-time official of the United 
Electrical Radio, and Machine Workers of America (Ind.) 
appeared Feb, 28 and March | before the House Un- 
American Activities Committee, then investigating Com- 
munist activities in the Fort Wayne, Ind,, area, (Ques- 
tioned concerning alleged membership in the Communist 
party, Gojack refused to answer, Claiming protection of 
the First Amendment. Said he: ‘‘ The Constitution does 
not give this Committee the right to inquire into any of 
my beliefs, any of my connections, any ideas | may have.”’ 
Citation for contempt followed. As of Oct, 14, the case 
had not been presented to the grand jury. 


Court Actions in 1955 


Federal courts ruled on several cases in 1955, in- 
volving citations for contempt of Congress in prior years. 
The major decisions: 


The Supreme Court May 23 set aside contempt con- 
victions of Julius Emspak and Thomas (Quinn, officials 
of the United Electrical, Radio, and Machine Workers of 
America (Ind,), and of Philip Bart, general manager of 
The Daily Worker. They had been cited for contempt in 
1950 after refusing to answer questions before the House 
Un-American Activities Committee. (See CQ Almanac, 
Vol. VI, 1950, pp. 423ff.) The Court ruled the men had 
invoked the protection of the Fifth amendment validly, 
but did not rule on the applicability of the First Amend- 
ment, also invoked by the witnesses. 

Federal District Judge Edward Weinfeld July 27 dis- 
missed indictments for contempt of Congress against 
Corliss Lamont, author and lecturer; Abraham Unger, 
attorney; and Albert Shadowitz, former government work - 
er. They had been cited for contempt in 1954, after 
refusing to answer questions before the Senate Govern- 
ment Operations Permanent Investigations Subcommittee, 
claiming protection of the First Amendment and challeng- 
ing the Subcommittee’s authority, (SeeCQ Almanac, Vol. 
X, 1954, pp. 364ff.) Dismissal was based on the technical 
grounds that the indictment was ‘‘barrenof any allegation 
or fact from which the authority of the Permanent Sub- 
committee to conduct an inquiry can be ascertained,"’ 
This decision was in process of appeal by the Justice 
Department, as of Oct. 14. 


FOUR COUNTS DISMISSED 


Federal District Judge Lester L.. Cecil Oct, 3 dis- 
missed a four-count indictment for contempt of Congress 
against Robert M, Metcalf, an Antioch College professor 
Appearing before a House Un-American Activities Sub- 
committee in September, 1954, Metcalf admitted prior 
membership in the Communist party but refused on 
‘‘moral grounds,’’ to give the names of fellow members. 
The full Committee Nov. 17, 1954, voted to cite him for 
contempt. As provided in cases arising when Congress 
is not in session, the Speaker of the House Dec, 7 certified 
the citation to the U.S, District Attorney, As in the 
Lamont case, dismissal was based on technical grounds 
that ‘‘the indictment is insufficient by reason of fact that 
it does not allege all the essential elements of the crime."’ 

Federal District Judge George H, Boldt March 15 dis- 
missed five of six counts in an indictment for contempt 
against George Tony Starkovich, cited for refusing to 
answer questions before the House Un-American Activi- 
ties Committee. (See CQ Almanac, Vol, X, 1954, pp 
364ff.) Two of the five counts dismissed alleged that 
Starkovich had obstructed the inquiry and abused and 
villified the Committee, Boldt ruled that the personal 
conduct of a witness could not be considered a basis for 
contempt charges under existing law, 

Federal District Judge Joseph R. McGarraghy Oct, 6 
gave counsel until Oct, 24 to file briefs in the case of 
Harvey O’Connor, author, cited for contempt in 1953. 
He had refused to answer questions before the Senate 
Government Operations Permanent Investigations Sub- 
committee during a 1953 inquiry into the State Depart- 
ment’s overseas library program. O'Connor, whose books 
were used in the program, pleaded protection ofthe First 
Amendment, saying ‘‘my writings, books, and my political 
opinions are of no legitimate concern to the Subcom- 
mittee,”’ (See CQ Almanac, Vol, IX, 1953, p. 307.) 


[ ! 

| Contempt Citations Since 1950 

| 

"$$ °S4 °S3 °S2 *S! °*SO 
Senate 


Govt. Operations Perma 
nent Investigations Sub- 
committee 

Judiciary Internal Se- 
curity Subcommittee 

Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce 

Labor and Public Welfare 1 

District of Columbia 
Crime Subcommittee 

Foreign Relations... . 

Select (Kefauver) Crime 
Committee... 


House 


Education and Labor 

Un-American Activities 

Ways and Means 

Select Lobbying Activi- 
ties Subcommittee, . 


TOTALS 
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Pressures on Congress 








| In This Section... 


@ Six Lobbyist Kegistrations F iled 
@® Pressure Points 
® Proposed Lobby Law Kevisions 








LOBBYIST REGISTRATIONS 


Representatives of veterans and the peanut and cotton 
industries were among six registrations filed between 
Oct, 1-7 under the Federal Regulation of Lobbying Act. 

Individuals who filed included: 


Carl H, Berglund 
Carl C, Campbell 


J, M. DeW (Jack) Kyle, I 
Sydney C, Reagan 
Max Tendler 


One organization, The 1902-14 Philippine Command 
Committee, also registered, 


EMPLOYER -- None given. 

Registrant -- CARL H, BERGLUND, Washington 
Bidg., Tacoma 2, Wash, Filed 10/3/55. 

Legislative Interest -- ‘‘Federal taxes, specifically 
HR 6802"' to permit a refund of gift taxes erroneously 
paid on non-taxable gifts between 1942-48. 

Expenses Anticipated to be $1500,..mainly for 
traveling 


EMPLOYER - 
York, N, Y. 

Registrant -- MAX TENDLER, attorney, 1025 Con- 
necticut Ave. N,W,, Washington 6, D.C, Filed 10/6/55. 

Legislative Interest -- ‘‘furthering the participation 
of the U.S, indevelopment and operation of an International 
Commodity Reserve Plan, Favor S Res 86to provide for 
the creation of an International Food and Raw Materials 
Reserve,"’ 


Benjamin Graham, 122 E, 42nd St., New 


EMPLOYER - None given. 

Registrant -- J, M, DeW (Jack) Kyle, II, P. O, Box 
1520, Washington 13, D.C, Filed 10/3/55. 

Legislative Interest -- ‘‘All legislation pertaining 
to or in any wise affecting, all present and former mem- 
bers of the armed forces of the U.S, and their dependents 
and survivors,”’ 

Expenses 
$500,"' 

Previous Registration -- Jan. 22, 1949. 
Almanac Vol, V, 1949, pp. 843, 862. 


-- ‘Total estimated quarterly expenses 


See CQ 


EMPLOYER - National Cotton Council of America, P.O, 
Box 9905, Memphis 12, Tenn, 

Registrant -- CARL.C,CAMPBELL, 1832MSt, N.W., 
Washington 6, D.C, Piled 10/6/55. 

Legislative Interest -- ‘‘Pavors such action on any 
legislation affecting raw cotton industry as will promote 
the purposes for which the Council is organized,’’ 


«hole por 


worterly New: feature 


EMPLOYER - The 1902-14 Philippine Command Com- 
mittee, P, O, Box 1520, Washington 13, D.C. (A veteran's 
organization. ) 

Registrant -- THE 1902-14 PHILIPPINE COMMAND 
COMMITTEE, P.O. Box 1520, Washington 13, D.C, Filed 
10/3/55. 

Legislative Interest -- ‘‘All legislation beneficial to 
those who served in the armed forces of the U.S, in the 
Philippine Islands, after July 1, 1902, and prior to 1914 
-- particularly in S J Res 22 and H J Res 110 and the 
survivors of all such individuals.’* The resolutions 
provide an extension of pension benefits to members of 
the armed forces who served in certain parts of the 
Philippine Islands from July 4, 1902 to Dec. 31, 1913 


EMPLOYER -- Southwestern Peanut Shellers Associa- 
tion, P.O, Box 48, Durant, Okla. 

Registrant -- SYDNEY C, REAGAN, general counsel, 
Southwestern Peanut Shellers Association, 3537 Haynie 
Ave., Dallas 5, Texas. Filed 10/5/55. 

Legislative Interest -- ‘‘Peanut price support, 
acreage allotments and marketing quotas, and other peanut 
programs and legislation. The Agriculture Adjustment 
Act of 1948, as amended andthe Agricultural Act of 1949, 
as amended,”’ 

Compensation -- ‘‘$600 annually’’ 

Expenses -- ‘'$400 annually’’ 





PRESSURE POINTS 


HIGHWAYS -- Walter F, Mullady of the American 
Trucking Association Oct. 10 predicted that a highway 
bill would be passed by the 1956 session of Congress, 
said the trucking industry would ‘‘help secure passage of 
an equitable measure."’ Speaking before a Chicago Oil- 
men's Club luncheon saluting the trucking industry, 
Mullady said the trucking and oil industries would go 
forward as ‘‘partners in progress.'’ Referring to the 
highway bill which failed to pass Congress during the 
1955 session, Mullady said the trucking industry objected 
to it because it called for ‘‘our larger units -- less than 
1 per cent of the total of all motor vehicites registered -- 
to pay 26 per cent of the new tax load proposed for the 
program.’’ (See CQ Weekly Report, p. 909). 


FOUNDATIONS -- The Internal Revenue Service Oct, 5 
said that For America, a group organized by Clarence 
Manion, one-time dean of the Notre Dame University 
Law School, had been denied tax exemption for its finan- 
cial contributors, The organization was granted tax 
exemption on its own income, but persons who contribute 
to it may not deduct contributions from their taxable 
income. Officials said a sectionofthe tax law describing 
groups to which contributions shall be tax free provides: 
*“No substantial part of the activities of (the organization) 
is carrying On propaganda or otherwise attempting to 
influence legislation.’’ For America was formed in 
Chicago May 7, 1954, to‘‘combat super-internationalism, 
one-worldism and Communism.’’ (See CQ Weekly Report, 
p. 166). 








On Lobby Laws 














ARE NEW LOBBY REGULATIONS NEEDED? 


® Does existing law regulate lobbies effectively? No, 
according to Sen. John F, Kennedy (D Mass.) and leading 
political scientists, who contend federal regulation is 
bogged down in confusion. 





® Will a new law be enacted in the 1956 session of 
Congress? Yes, if Kennedy, Chairman of the Senate 
Government Operations Reorganization Subcommittee has 
his way. Kennedy plans to launch full-scale hearings on 
lobbying early in 1956. 


® The hearings will be of crucial importance to busi- 
nessmen, unionists, farm officials, and other citizens who 
are registered lobbyists. They make up the unofficial 
“‘Third House’’ of the nation’s legislature. Questions 
Kennedy’s Subcommittee will tackle: 


® What is the present legal structure for federal regu- 
lation of lobbying? Where do the weaknesses lie? How 
can they be remedied? What obstacles stand in the way 
of a better law? 


Provisions of Law 


What is the lobby law? Officially, the lobby law is 
called the Federal Regulation of Lobbying Act andis part 
of the Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946. The Lobby- 
ing Act was designed to inform Congress and the public 
about groups and individuals attempting to influence 
legislation. 


What is required of lobbyists under the Act? 


® Registration to serve as notice an organization or 
individual intends to file quarterly reports. 

® Quarterly reports of receipts and expenditures in 
connection with attempts made, directly or indirectly, to 
influence legislation, 


What constitutes a registration? Properly filed with 
the Clerk of the House of Representatives andthe Secre- 
tary of the Senate it contains: 


® Name and business address of registrant. 
© Name and address of registrant's employer. 
Amount paid registrant for compensation and ex- 
penses, 
® Major legislative interest. 


What information do quarterly reportscontain? Due 
on the 10th of April, July, October, and January, they 
should state: 


® Name and address of each person who has con- 
tributed $500 or more for the lobbying activity. 

® Name and address of each person to whom $10 or 
more was paid. 


® Total contributions received by or on behalf of 
registrant, 

®@ Total expenditures made by or on behalf of regis- 
trant. 


Who is covered by the Act? Any person who: 


e “Directly or indirectly, solicits, collects, or re- 


ceives money...used principally to aid...(or) toinfluence, 


directly or indirectly, the passage or defeat of any legis- 
lation iy thi Canmiate of the U.S.” 
® Engages himself for ae purpose”’ of in- 
fluencing, ‘‘directly or indirectly, the passage or defeat 
of any legislation by the Congress of the U.S,"’ 
(Emphasis Supplied) 


Who is exempt from the Act? 


® Persons who merely testify before a Congressional 
committee, 

® Public officials acting in an official capacity. 

® Publishers and employees of newspapers and pe riod- 
icals. 

® Political committees as defined in the Federal Cor- 
rupt Practices Act, 


What penalties does the Act provide? 


® A fine of not more than $5,000, imprisonment for 
not more than 12 months, or both, 

@ A three-year prohibition against attempts to influence 
legislation, including appearances before Congressional 
committees, 


How did the Supreme Court rule on the Act? The 
Constitutionality of the Act's registration provisions was 
upheld on June 7, 1954, in the case of U.S, vs. Harriss, 
et al (347 U.S, 612), (See CQ Weekly Report, pp. 321ff.) 
Some observers, however, say the Court's opinion ‘‘re 
wrote’’ the law by ‘‘narrowing’’ its coverage. The Court's 
interpretation of the law's applicability: 


© ‘The person must have solicited, collected, or re- 
ceived contributions; 


| Background 

For additional background information on the 
Federal Regulation of Lobbying Act and on pertinent 
court decisions, see CQ Almanac, Vol, X, 1954, p 
674; Vol, IX, 1953, p. 609; Vol. VIII, 1952, pp. 248, 
254; Vol. VI, 1950, p. 752. 


For lobby spending figures, see CQ Almanac, 
Vol. X, 1954, pp. 672-73; Vol. IX, 1953, pp. 578-80; 
Vol. VIII, 1952, pp. 532-33. 





Week ending Oct. 14, 1955 PAGEL 1129 





© “One of the main purposes of such ‘person’ or one 
of main purposes of such contributions, must have been 
to influence the passage or defeat of legislation by Con- 
gress; 

e‘’ The intended method of accomplishing this purpose 
must have been through direct communication with Mem- 
bers of Congress.” a 

(F mphasia Supplied) 


Weaknesses of Regulation 


What are the weaknesses of federal regulation of 
lobbying? Even the most ardent backers of regulation 
say many shortcomings exist. Some are fundamental, 
others relatively minor, Some confusion is caused by 
ambiguities and loopholes in both the basic law and the 
Supreme Court decision, Major issues raised: 


Registration -- According to the Act everyone must 
register who lobbies ‘‘directly or indirectly,’’ and whose 
‘principal purpose’ is to influence legislation, The 
Court defines lobbying as ‘‘direct communication’’ with 
Members of Congress by those whose ‘“‘principal pur- 
poses’’ include influencing legislation. 

But, does ‘‘direct Communication’’ mean talking toa 
Congressman, or does it include mass letter-writing 
campaigns sparked by a national organization through its 
local chapters? 


Spending -- What constitutes spending for legislative 
activities? Should the amount be determined by allo- 
cating a fixed percentage of a lobbyist’s total spending? 
Should organizations which pay out less than a certain 
percentage of total expenditures for lobbying be required 
to report? Should spending be computed on the basis of 
specific dollars-and-cents items? 


Penalties -- The section of the law prohibiting vio- 
lators from lobbying for three years has been under fire. 
|.ower courts have declared the section unconstitutional, 
but have been reversed by the Supreme Court, Critics 
of the law agree the section should be dropped, but should 
the remainder of the penalty section -- providing for 
fines and imprisonment -- be strengthened or left as is? 


Administration -- The major burden of day-to-day 
operation of the law currently rests on the Secretary of 
the Senate and Clerk of the House, Both officials are 
hard-pressed by other duties; neither has sufficient time 
and personnel to analyze and evaluate registrations and 
reports, 

Would evaluation best be facilitated by allocating 
more money to both offices? Or should this responsibility 
be delegated to some other agency; perhaps Congres- 
sional committees, a special commission, or an inde- 
pendent officer? 


Enforcement -- The Attorney General has authority 
to prosecute violations of the law, but cannot initiate in- 
vestigations to determine whether violations have oc- 
curred, 

Should he be given this authority? Should a special 
unit be created within the Justice Department to supervise 
enforcement? (Such a unit once existed, but was 
abolished.) Or should responsibility for enforcement and 
administration be combined within a new agency? 
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Lobby Law 


How existing lobby law -- the statute and judicial 
interpretations -- lines up with proposals for re- 
vision: 


Col. 1. 
(2 USC 261 ), 

Col. 2. Supreme Court opinion in the case of 
U.S. vs. Harriss, et al (347 U.S, 612 ), 

Col. 3. S 2308, introduced by Sen. John F. 
Kennedy (D Mass.,). 
~~ Cel. 4. Recommendations of the House Select 
Committee on Lobbying Activities (Buchanan Com- 
mittee), 1950. 

Col. 5. Views of political scientists as sum- 
marized by George B, Galloway in his book, The 
Legislative Process in Congress, Thomas Y. Crowell 


Co., New York, 1953. 


The Federal Regulation of Lobbying Act 


Provisions, Proposals 
Require paid lobbyists to register. 
Require only lobbyists receiving 
a specified sum to register. 
Provide for official termination 
of inactive registrations. 
Require lobby spending reports. 
Require report on each $10 or 
more expended. 
Raise minimum amount to be 
reported to a figure above $10. 
Regulate direct lobbying. 
Regulate indirect lobbying. 
Outlaw contingent-fee lobbying. 
Penalize non-compliance. 
Rewrite penalty clause which 
has been challenged on con- 
stitutional grounds, 
Clarify terminology in present 
Act, 

Provide new authority for ad- 
ministration and enforcement. 
Require more detail in reports on 
organization, membership, etc. 
Regulate lobbying before govern- 

ment agencies. 





(See CQ Weekly Report, pp. J211f 





Coverage -- [:xecutive branch officials and regu- 
latory agencies also come in for visits from lobbyists. 
Executive agencies and the White House -- in both Re- 
publican and Democratic administrations -- maintain 
liaison officers to present their views to Congressmen, 
In effect, they attempt to influence legislation favorable 
to their group. 

Should a new law attempt to cover this type of lobby- 
ing? If so, what special provisions would be needed? 


Special Status -- Former Members of Congress are 
privileged to appear on the floor of the chamberto which 
they belonged. 

Should such former Members retain that privilege 
while lobbying? 








Streamlining -- The Federal Regulation of Lobbying 
Act was rushed through Congress as part of the over-all 
Legislative Reorganization Act. Observers contend this 
resulted in cumbersome requirements, 


Unpleasant connotations attached to the 
*? on those who regis- 


‘Stigma’ -- 
word ‘‘lobbying’’ impose a ‘‘stigma 
ter, lobbyists say, 

Can the law be worded to eliminate this ‘‘stigma?’’ 


Spending Confusion 


Confusion always has reigned among lobbyists over 
how much spending for legislative purposes to report, 
Since the 1954 Supreme Court decision narrowing the 
lobbying definition, an increasing number of groups have 
revised their reported spending downward, (See CQ 
Weekly Report, pp. 319ff., 669, LOLSff.) 


Typical comments: 


® Chamber of Commerce of U.S, «« ‘Legal counsel 
has advised that,,,it does not appear the functions and 
purposes of the Chamber of Commerce,,.are of such 
character as to require reporting,..(but) pending clarie 
fication (of the law) reports should be filed,’ 

® CIO «- ‘‘Figures contained inthe,,, report are neces- 
sarily estimated and represent closest approximatfon 
possible.’”’ 

® American 
termine whether 
under protest.’’ 

® American Farm Bureau Federation -- ‘‘We reported 
such percentage of salaries as related to percentage of 
time (spent) on legislative matters.’’ 

@ National Association of Electric Companies -- ‘* When 
the Association first registered.,.it reported all receipts 
and expenditures....’" After the 1954 Supreme Court de- 
cision ‘‘the Association began allocating its receipts and 
expenditures as between recoverable and non- recoverable 
items.”’ 


Medical 
Act is 


Association -- ‘‘Unable to de- 
applicable.,.report submitted 





C@ Lobby Reports 


‘‘Congressional Quarterly has helped immease 
urably in making the Lobby Act work -- by following 
the registrations and communications of lobbyists 
and analyzing them, it has enabled the newspapers to 
write articles based on this material, which have 
made the public conscious of the amount and kind of 
lobbying that has been going on,"’ -- Sen, A,S, Mike 
Monroney (D Okla.) 


Proposed Revisions 


What remedies have been proposed for strengthening 
federal regulation of lobbying? Proposals range from a 
bill (S 2308) introduced in July by Sen, John F, Kennedy 
(D Mass.) to suggestions by leading political acientisis, 
federal officials, Capitol Hill staffers, and lobbyists, 
All these recommendations are under study by the Senate 
Government Operations Committee, pending 1956 hear. 
ings on the lobby law, (See CQ Weekly Report, pp, 32I1ff., 
770.) 


Kennedy said S 2308 would: 


e@ Clarify definitions and use more ‘‘precise terms’ 
to ensure the law is ‘‘not evaded by those at whom it is 
aimed,”’ 

@ tliminate or 
tionality,’’ 

®@ Expedite enforcement, by requiring that a copy of all 
registrations go to the Attorney General, 

@ Prohibit contingent-fee lobbying, 

® Omit coverage of indirect lobbying. 

® Reorganize provisions of law to make 
consistent, Clearer, and better integrated, 

® Drop the word ‘‘regulation’’ to emphasize that 
stigma”’ is attached to those who register under the law, 


rewrite Clauses of ‘‘dubious constitu- 


them more 


“no 


Annual Spending by Representative Lobbies, 1950-54 


1954 1953 1952 1951 1950 


Organization 


$ 93,297 $ 
74,062 
105,537 
36,578 


116,382 
32,865 
104,256 
30,720 
108,332 115,091 
1,595,815 156,929 
52,500 * 
185,315 207,111 
434,325 381,442 
6,824 35,157 
237,809 269,824 
4,134 27,485 
450,372 1,326,077 
21,587 54,537 
133,625 133,650 
57,175 51,618 
3,360 2 ,230 
51,345 40,542 


25,910 
59,777 
116,027 
32,709 


$ 33,275 * 
26,483 $ 40,667 
125,996 123,608 
120,119 48,425 
146,012 78,252 97,869 
112,408 102,403 84,935 

85,762 ** * 
185,496 233,557 219,837 
110,537 547,789 477,941 
83,325 34,533 23,647 
185,379 235,727 235,977 
15,729 * 12,614 
39,120 309,514 
26,637 9,921 
60,571 127,893 
72,268 61,917 
3,720 3,360 
64,820 45,406 


Chamber of Commerce of the US. 

National Federation of Independent Business 
American Federation of Labor 

Congress of Industrial Organizations 
National Federation of Post Office Clerks 
American Farm Bureau Federation 
National Farmers Union 

National Milk Producers Federation 
National Association of Electric Companies 
National Rural Electric Cooperative Association 
Association of American Railroads 
American Trucking Associations 

American Medical Association 

National Education Association 

National Association of Real Estate Boards 
National Housing Conference 

Cooperative League of U.S, 

Friends Committee on National Legislation 


106 ,624 
33,723 
122,368 
66 ,088 
3,420 
61,276 


* No fourth quarter report filed 


** Expenditures reported were not totaled 
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Although Kennedy said his bill would make ‘‘ major 
improvements”’ in existing law, he left the field open for 
further suggestions, Capitol Hill personnel studying 
S 2308 believe it might be strengthened by clauses proe 
viding specifically for: 


® Simplifying registration and financialereport forms. 
(One expert says: ‘‘They’re more complicated than ine 
come-tax blanks,’’) 

® Clarifying the law’s phrases which requires regise 
tration by any person whose ‘‘principal purpose”’ is to 
influence passage or defeat of legislation, 

® Creating a new authority to administer and enforce 
the law, The job might go to a special commission, a 
joint Congressional committee, or an agency responsible 
to Congress, similar to the General Accounting Office, 


The three proposals have been made for years by 
such political scientists as George B, Galloway, senior 
specialist in American government, Library of Congress; 
Dr, Belle Zeller, professor at Brooklyn College; and Dr. 
Edgar Lane of Princeton University, Some other suge- 
gestions by political scientists currently being con- 
sidered would require: 


® Registration of all persons who attempt to influence 
federal agencies, 

® Compliance with the law by executiveeagency per- 
sonnel who attempt to influence Congress. 

® Filing by all persons subject to the Federal Corrupt 
Practices Act of 1925, which covers those who spend 
money for political purposes in two or more states, 

® Reports by organizations on the methods by which 
they determine their lobby policy. 

® More rapid distribution to the press of lobby infor- 
mation in financial reports, 


Officials in Kennedy's office and on the Senate Gov- 
ernment Operations Committee staff also are reviewing 
proposals made in 1950 by the House Select Committee on 
Lobbying Activities, Under the leadership of the late 
Rep, Frank Buchanan (D Pa., 1946-51), the Committee 
recommended that: 


® Radio and television stations be specifically exempted 
from coverage under the law, as are newspapers and 
periodicals, 

®@ The amount of detailed reporting be reduced by 
raising from $10 to $50 the minimum amount of individual 
expenditures to be reported quarterly, 

® All persons receiving or spending less than $1,000 
yearly for legislative activities be exempted from the 
law's reporting requirements, 

® Standing subcommittees in the Senate and House be 
authorized to make a continuing analysis and evaluation 
of information filed under the law, 

® Quarterly studies on this data be made by the Legis- 
lative Reference Service of the Library of Congress, 

® i:xtra funds be granted the Secretary of the Senate 
and the Clerk of the House to help them carry out their 
responsibilities under the law, 

® A joint committee be created to study possible ties 
between political activities and efforts to influence legis- 
lation, 

® The role of the Justice Department in enforcing the 
law be expanded to include record-keeping on pressure- 
group testimony, and on nationwide informational cam- 
paigns, 
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Quotes on Lobby Law 


Members of Congress indicate that a major obstacle 
to enactment of an improved lobby law is a lack of 
interest on the part of most legislators, Support existing 
for stronger regulation of lobbying is bipartisan, 

Statements by Congressmen on the need for a stronge- 
er law: 


® Sen, A,S. Mike Monroney (D Okla,), co-sponsor of 
existing law -- “"T most emphatically believe that, grant- 
ing the legitimacy of most lobbying, such activities should 
be identified,’’ 

® Kennedy, Chairman, Senate Government Operations 
Reorganization Subcommittee -- ‘‘Certainly if we are to be 
worthy of the trust confided in us, we must make certain 
that we neither impair the right of petition nor permit 
abuses and undisclosed pressures to interfere with the 
legislative process.” 

® Sen, Hubert H, Humphrey (D Minn.) «-‘‘I will suppor 
such a move (toimprove the lobby law) should it develop.”’ 

@ Sen. Karl E, Mundt (R S,D,) -- ‘‘Congress shouid 
require lobbyists to register, and disclose their finances 
and what the sources of those finances are,”’ 

® Sen, Everett McKinley Dirksen (R Ill,) «= “‘Congress 





should control lobbying. 


Past Lobby Studies 


If, as expected, the Senate Government Opera- 
tions Committee launches full-scale hearings on lobby 
regulation in 1956, it will be the first lobby survey by 
Congress in five years, Past studies of lobbying: 


1905 -- Joint committee of the New York State 
legislature investigated the life insurance lobby, 
Conducted by Charles Evans Hughes, the probe paved 
the way for the state’s law regulating lobbying, 


1914 -- Select House Committee studied lobby- 
ing techniques of National Association of Manuface 
turers, 


1927 -- Select Senate Committee investigated 
top lobbies in Washington, including the American 
Legion, Outcome: A bill to regulate lobbying was 
passed by the Senate and died in the House. 


1935 -- Select Committee of Senate, headed by 
Sen, Hugo L, Black (D Ala., 1927-37), studied pres- 
sure techniques used by electric utility lobbies, 
Outcome; The Holding Company Act of 1935, Legis- 
lation to regulate lobbying was passed by both houses, 
but was stymied in conference, 


_1949-50 -- House Select Committee on Lobby- 
ing Activities, under chairmanship of the late Rep. 
Frank Buchanan (D Pa., 1946-51), probed activities 
of certain foundations and pressure groups, Result: 
Several amendments of Federal Regulation of Lobby- 
ing Act of 1946, 





(Source: George B. Galloway, Library of Congress) 
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Political Notes 








Presidential Candidates 


Former President Harry S, Truman, who on a num- 
ber of occasions in recent months said he was for Adlai 
E, Stevenson forthe i956 Democratic Presidential 
nomination, Oct, 8 said Gov. Averell Harriman (D N.Y.) 
was ‘‘a genuis’’ who ‘‘has all the qualifications to make 
a good President.’’ If he were from New York he would 
favor Harriman, Truman told reporters at the governor's 
mansion in Albany following a Democratic state rally. 
Asked whether he could say the same ifhe were a citizen 
of Illinois, Stevenson’s home state, Truman replied: 
‘*There are three or four good men in...Illinois. I don’t 
think an outsider should go into a state and try to dictate’’ 
a candidate. He said that physical condition, not age, is 
an important factor in determining eligibility of a candi- 
date Harriman will be 64 Nov. 15, Stevenson is 55. 


Truman Oct. 10 said in New York City he was ‘‘as 
neutral as a man could possibly be in my position’’ 
about the Democratic standard-bearer in 1956. ‘‘I’ve 
never been on anybody’s band wagon,’’ he said. Rebutting 
an Oct. 10 statement by Republican National Chairman 
Leonard W, Hall that Stevenson ‘‘may be dumped in mid- 
stream,’’ Truman said he knew of no such “‘plot.”’ 

Harriman Oct. 9 said he was not ‘‘morally bound”’ 
to support Stevenson for the Democratic nomination. He 
again said he was not a candidate himself, added, ‘I have 
said | was for Adlai, but I never said | was going to sup- 
port him at the convention.’’ The New York State dele- 
gation would ‘‘decide together’’ whom to support, Harri- 
man said, adding he did not plantoenter any state Presi- 
dential preferential primaries. 


STEVENSON NONCOMMITTAI 


Stevenson was noncommittal about Truman's and 
Harriman’s statements. Stevenson aides said that the 
Stevenson “‘timetable’’ on announcing 1956 plans -- at a 
$100-a-plate Democratic dinner in Chicago Nov. 19 -- 
would not be affected by the latest remarks of Truman 
and Harriman, both of whom supported Stevenson in 
1952 


Sen. Paul H, Douglas (D Il.), who backed Sen, Estes 
Kefauver (1) Tenn.) for the nomination in 1952, Oct. 10 
said he was supporting Stevenson. Jacob M, Arvey, 
Illinois Democratic National Committeeman, and Chicago 
Mayor Richard J, Daley (D) reiterated their support for 
Stevenson. Sen. Clinton P, Anderson (I) N,M.) and Gov. 
John F, Simms (D N.M,) Oct. 7 said they would support 
Stevenson ‘if and when he declares himself.’ At the 
same time, Anderson said he “just didn't want to talk’’ 
about his possible candidacy for the Vice Presidency, 
but he declined to rule himself out 

Sen, Walter F, George (D Ga.) Oct. 6 said he an- 
ticipated Stevenson as the party’s candidate, ‘‘I think 
candidate, a splendid man, and I think he 
will make a strong race,’’ George commented, New York 


he is a good 





Mayor Robert F, Wagner Oct. 10 said Stevenson must re- 
main the ‘‘strongest’’ available Democrat if he wanted 
Wagner's continued support. Gov. Raymond Gary (D Okla.) 
Oct, 11 said Oklahoma would support either Stevenson or 
Harriman. 


Sen. Stuart Symington (D Mo.) Oct. 11 dashed plans of 
a group of Missouri supporters to start a “Symington for 
President’’ campaign. He wrote D,W. Gilmore of Kansas 
City, a former state senator and circuit judge, sparking 
the move, asking that a meeting to boom Symington for 
President scheduled for Oct. 15 at Sikeston, Mo., be called 
off. 


STASSEN AVAILABLI 


Harold Ek, 
Lisenhower would seek re-election But if Mr 
hower did not, Stassen indicated he would be available for 
the 1956 GOP Presidential nomination The former 
Minnesota governor is currently the President's Special 
Assistant on Disarmament, He said ‘‘the man President 
Eisenhower wishes to have nominated will be nominated’’ 
and elected in 1956 


Stassen Oct 9 said he hoped President 
Lisen- 


Hall Oct. 11 said he anticipated Mr. Lisenhower would 
make up his mind about seeking a second term sooner 
than otherwise due to his illness. Hall would not specu 
late on the 1956 GOP Presidential nominee, although pre - 
dicting the GOP ticket would win. At the conclusion of 
the critical two-week period following his heart attack 
Sept. 24, the President's doctors Oct. 9 said his heart 
was healing slowly, that it would be the first of the year 
before Mr. Eisenhower could return to the White House 


Gov. Christian A, Herter (R Mass.)Oct. 6 reaffirmed 
his support for the President 
sibility he will run,’’ Gov. George N. Craig (R Ind.) Oct 
6 said he would not be a candidate for the GOP Presi- 
dential nomination. ‘‘l am not a candidate for any public 
office,’’ he said, Both Herter and Craig have been 
mentioned as possible candidates. Sen, Edward J, Thye 
(R Minn.) Oct, 7 said if the President did not seek office 
he would file as a ‘‘favorite son’’ candidate in the Minne- 
sota 1956 Presidential primary to forestall a Kepublican 
entering the race ‘‘whom | could not, in good conscience, 
support 


‘as long asthere is a pos- 


NIXON AND KNIGHT 


Rep. Carl Hinshaw (R Calif.) Oct, 6 denounced Gov 
Goodwin J. Knight (RK Calif.) as ‘‘something of a political 
joke...with his fantastic pretensions"’ that he is 
fide contender for the office of the President of the United 
Knight Oct, 5 said he planned to head a ‘favorite 
son’’ ticket in the 1956 California Presidential primary 
regardiess of what Vice President Richard M, Nixondid 
(See CQ Weekly Keport, p. 1120). Hinshaw said that 
Nixon, Chief Justice Karl Warren, and Sen. William F, 
Knowland (RK Calif.) outrank Knight as Presidential timber 
from California 


“a bona 


States."’ 
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Knight Oct. 7 said he still intended to lead a favorite- 
son delegation to the 1956 convention, despite ‘‘some dis- 
yruntied individuals who are climbing into the political 
arena’’ at a time when President Kisenhower was ill. 
‘| am warmly committed to President Eisenhower for 
re-election,’’ he stated, ‘I have not taken a position 
cither for or against any (other) potential candidate.’’ 


Nixon declined to comment either on the intra-party 
hassle in his state or on the possibility of his being a 
Presidential candidate in 1956, But Democratic National 
Chairman Paul M, Butler Oct. 6 predicted Nixon would 
be the ‘‘easiest Republican to beat,’’ 


Stevenson and Benson 


Adlai tk, Stevenson, speaking in Green Bay, Wis., 
Oct, 7, said the nation's farm problem was a ‘‘desperately 
difficult one’’ which cannot be solved by the Lisenhower 
Administration's flexible farm price support program. 
‘Instead of eliminating surpluses, as advertised, it is 
climinating farmers, as not advertised,’’ he said. 


But he also had questioned high, rigid price supports. 
[his program, though preferable to flexible supports, did 
not appear to be the answer to the problem of giving the 
farmer his ‘proper share of the national income,’’ Steven- 
son said. He warned Democrats ‘‘not to promise what we 
cannot perform,’’ said ‘‘we must be prepared to experi- 
ment with new techniques,’’ make a more ‘‘fundamental 
attack’’ on he problem of surpluses, and expand livestock 
production, 


Secretary of Agriculture Ezra Taft Benson Oct, 10 
said Stevenson's speech indicated the ‘‘Democratic al- 
ternative to the Administration program of flexible price 
supports is not a return to rigid supports,..but rather 
the...diseredited Brannan Plan, with its production pay- 
ments, production controls, and the inevitable price con- 
trols and regimentation which would follow in the wake.”’ 
Benson said the flexible price support program did not 
become fully effective until the 1956 harvest. It has not 
yet had ‘‘a fair trial,’’ he said. 





POLITICAL BRIEFS 


The November issue of the Democratic Digest 
labelled Secretary of Interior Douglas McKay ‘‘ The Give- 
away King,’’ charged him with ‘‘favoritism to business and 
industry.’’ McKay brought ‘‘the public power program to 
a virtual standstill,’’ failed to ask Congress for funds for 
a single new ‘‘start’’ on a major power generating proj- 
ect, and cut back on the government experimental syn- 
thetic fuels program, said the Democratic Party maga- 
zine, added that there was ‘‘a growing clamor’’ for 
McKay's retirement, McKay Oct. 11 said the Digest’s 
charges were “‘hot air,’’ continued: ‘‘The Democrat 
gadflies are unable to identify even one missing national 
asset to support their old and discredited ‘giveaway’ 


gag 


Chairman James bk, Murray (D Mont.) of the Senate 
Interior and Insular Affairs Committee Oct. 8 said ex- 
Rep. Wesley A, D'Ewart (R Mont, 1945-55) was ‘‘per- 
sonally obnoxious’’ to him, and he would oppose any 
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attempt by the Administration to give D’Ewart a perm- 
anent appointment as Assistant Secretary of Interior 
D’Ewart, sworn into office Oct. 8, holds the post by re- 
cess appointment, He declined to comment on Murray's 
statement. [D’Ewart ran for the Senate against Murray in 
1954, lost by only 1,728 votes. 


The Republican National Committee spent $584,703.95 
and received $544,165.35 in contributions during the first 
eight months of 1955, according to figures filed with the 
Clerk of the House. CQ tabulations of Democratic totals 
indicated that the Democratic National Committee spent 
$623,258.09 and received $594,876.73 in contributions 
during the same period. 


STATE ROUNDUP 


COLORADO -- }’red M. Betz, Lamar newspaper pub- 
lisher and an unsuccessful candidate for the House in the 
1954 primary, Sept. 25 was elected chairman of the 
Democratic central committee to succeed Joseph IF, 
Little, resigned, 


ILLINOIS -- Sen. Everett M, Dirksen (R) Oct. 6 an- 
nounced he was a candidate for re-election to a second 
Senate term, running on a platform of peace and national 
security, prosperity and a ‘‘sound fiscal policy.’’ 


MARYLAND -- Republican D, John Markey, 72, a 
retired major general who lost to ex-Sen. Herbert R. 
O’Conor (D 1947-53) by only 2,232 votes in the 1946 
election and to Sen, John Marshall Butler (R) in the 1950 
primary, Oct, 5 announced he would run against Butler 
in the 1956 GOP primary...Joseph Taussig, 34, a retired 
navy captain, Oct. 10 announced he would run in 1956 for 
the GOP nomination in the Fifth Congressional district, a 
seat currently held by Richard E, Lankford (D). 


PENNSYLVANIA -- Sen. James H. Duff (R) Oct. 7 
innounced he would be a candidate for re-election to a 
second term, regardless of Mr. Eisenhower's decision 
whether or not to run again. He said there had been re- 
ports that he would run only if Mr. Eisenhower does. 


TEXAS -- Lt. Gov. Ben Ramsey Oct. 6 was named 
Democratic National Committeeman from Texas to fill the 
vacancy caused by the removal of Wright Morrow from 
the post July 27 by the State Democratic Executive Com- 
mittee. Like Morrow, Ramsey belongs tothe Democratic 
faction in the state headed by Gov. Allan Shivers, but 
unlike Morrow and Shivers, Ramsey supported Adlai E. 
Stevenson, rather than President Eisenhower, in 1952. 


UTAH -- Gov. J. Bracken lee (R) Oct. 6 said he 
would not pay his federal income tax for 1955 ‘‘ because 
| believe that it is unconstitutional for this nation to tax 
its citizens for the support of foreign nations,’’ The 
Democratic State Executive Committee Oct. 7, ina reso- 
lution, said Lee’s action held Utah up to ‘ridicule and 
humiliation,’’ and demanded Lee either pay his taxes or 
resign. Internal Revenue Service officials Oct. 7 said 
the government had ‘‘adequate machinery for collecting 
taxes,"’ 


WASHINGTON -- Rep. Thor ©. Tollefson (R) Oct. 
11 said that he would like to await President Eisenhower's 
announcement on his future plans before he decides to 
run for governor. 














DISARMAMENT 


Harold EF, Stassen, special Presidential assistant 
on disarmament problems, Oct. said eight leading 
military, scientific, and industrial figures had been asked 
to help with a broad reappraisal of disarmament policy. 
Ihe announcement was made at the closing meeting of 
the United Nations Disarmament Subcommittee. (See 
CQ Weekly Report, p. 1035.) 


Stassen Oct, & said the major result of the meetings 
was ‘‘the increased understanding of the nature’’ of the 
positions of the other nations. ‘‘I believe there is in- 
creased evidence that...the major powers will move to 
a well-inspected, soundly controlled agreement for the 
limitation and reduction of armaments,”’ he said. 


Secretary of State John Foster Dulles Oct. 10 said 
he hoped the Soviets would accept P resident Eisenhower's 
arms inspection proposal, ‘‘We then can confidently move 
on to international measures to reduce and control the 
instruments of death,’’ he said. 


President Eisenhower, in a letter to Soviet Premier 
Bulganin released Oct, 12, offered to accept Russia's 
proposal for stationing military inspection teams at key 
points in the U.S, and the Soviet Union -- if it would help 
create better relations. Mr. Eisenhower said he was 
‘‘encouraged that you are giving such full Consideration 
to my Geneva proposal.’’ The letter was a preliminary 
reply to Bulganin’s message of Sept. 19. (See CQ Weekly 
Report, p. 1098.) 


FARM ‘FACT SHEET’ 


The Agriculture Department Oct. 6 issued nearly 
3,000 copies of a ‘‘fact sheet’’ on the farm situation and 
on the aid it said the Administration has rendered farmers 
since it took office in 1953. Sen. Hubert H, Humphrey 
(DD Minn.) Oct. 9 proposed that the Senate Agriculture 
Committee investigate distribution of the document, which 
he called ‘‘pure, unadulterated political propaganda,”’ 
Humphrey Oct, & criticized the Department for rejecting 
his plan to avoid surpluses of basic crops by paying 
farmers to put part of their lands into a conservation 
acreage reserve. (See C() Weekly Report, p. 721.) 


Secretary of Agriculture Ezra Taft Benson Oct. 6 
said the solution of the nation’s farm problem lay largely 
in research. He said the farm problem might have been 
avoided ‘‘if even half the money spent for controls, price- 
fixing and the like had been used for research and educa- 
utilization, marketing and the 


tion in production, 


economics of agriculture,"’ 


Rep. Victor Wickersham (D Okla.) Oct. 12 predicted 
the Democratic -cont rolled Cong ress would vote to restore 
90 percent of parity supports on basic farm commodities 
in the next session of Congress A similar prediction 


was made by Humphrey Oct. 12. 


Around the Capitol 





EXECUTIVE BRIEFS 


SUPREME COUR] 


The Supreme Court Oct, 10 rejected a government 
request that it fix Louisiana's seaward boundary at three 
miles from shore, instead of the three leagues (about 
10% miles) claimed by the state. Attorney General 
Herbert Brownell, Jr., had asked the Court to settle the 
boundary question as soon as possible because of "se rious 
operating problems in the development of offshore oil 
reserves.’’ Brownell’s motion cited the 1953 Congres- 
sional act relinquishing the miscalled ‘‘tidelands"’ to the 
(See CQ Almanac, 1953, Vol. IX, pp. 388ff.) 


states. 


DIXON-YATES 


Chairman Lewis L, Strauss of the Atomic Lnergy 
Commission Oct. 7 said the AEC would “holdin abeyance 
the negotiation’’ of a settlement of the Dixon- Yates power 
contract pending an analysis of its validity, Strauss said 
the AEC had ‘‘been conducting a study of the potential 
effects upon the contract of questions of possible conflict 
of interest and public policy.’’ (See CQ Weekly Report, 
pp. 950ff., 1019.) 





CONGRESSIONAL BRIEFS 
CIVIL RIGHTS 


Rep. Adam Clayton Powell (D N.Y.) Oct. 6 said a 
seven-week tour of military installations abroad con- 
vinced him ‘‘segregation is definitely coming back into our 
armed forces,’” (See CQ) Weekly Report, p. 988.) Powell 
Oct, 11 said he would introduce a resolution in 1956 to 
bar the seating of Representatives from states which 
refused to permit Negroes ‘‘to freely exercise their 
franchise without fear of lynching or coercion of any 
kind,’’ (Por civil rights background, see CQ) Weekly 
Report, pp. 1029ff.) 


MARBLE CURTAIN 


Sen. Hubert H, Humphrey (D Minn.) Oct. & said a 
‘“‘marble curtain” gradually had been built up between 
newsmen and the government in Washington, shutting out 
the public from what was rightly the public's business 
(Gee CQ Weekly Report, p. 1032.) 


NOMINATIONS 


President Lisenhower made the following recess 
appointment, subject to Senate confirmation 


Harold S. Vance of Indiana as member ofthe Atomik 
Energy Commission; Oct, 10 
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Committee Roundup 








| In This Section... 


Defense Report called ‘‘Misleading’’ 
Hearings Held on U.S, Patent System 
House Unit Checks into Housing Problems 
Jury ‘‘EKavesdropping’’ Hearings Begin 
Power Policy Hearings Continue 





Action 
DEFENSE CONTRACTS 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Armed Services Prepared- 
ness Subcommittee, 

Action -- Oct. 9 said the Defense Department was 
supplying ‘‘misleading information’’ to Congress about the 
nation’s 100 biggest defense contractors, A_ report 
criticized the Department for cancelling, for economy 
reasons, its semi-annual summary of top defense con- 
tractors in January, 1954, and re-establishing it on a 
different statistical basis when two Congressional com- 
mittees requested the information in the Spring of 1955. 

The Subcommittee recommended the Department 
resume its reports onthe net volume of contracts awarded 
since July, 1950, In its May, 1955, summary the Depart- 
ment ranked companies according to the value of con- 
tracts received between June 30, 1953, the last date 
covered under the old system, and December, 1954. That 
had the effect of eliminating General Motors Corp. and 
44 other companies which would have been included among 
the list of largest contractors if the Department report 
had been made under the old system. 

Ihe Defense Department Oct, 10 said its May sum- 
mary was prepared ‘‘in response to a specific request” 
from Sen, J.W, Fulbright (D Ark,)‘*who expressed a par- 
ticular interest in the awards to large suppliers during 
the 18-month period covered by the report.’’ General 
Motors and other companies did not appear on the list 
because contract cancellations and terminations ‘‘partly 
or wholly offset new business awarded them’”’ during the 
period covered, 


Hearings 
PATENT SYSTEM 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Judiciary Patents, Trade- 
marks, and Copyrights Subcommittee, 

HEILD HEARINGS -- To determine if the existing 
patent system éncourages inventors by assuring them 
adequate rewards, (See CQ Weekly Report, p. 675.) 

PESTIMONY -- Oct, LO -- P.K, Federico, chief of 
the Patent Office Appeals Board said less than half of 
all inventions covered by patents ‘‘are utilized com- 
mercially’’ and 60 percent of all United States patent 
awards went to Corporations, 

Subcommittee Chairman Joseph C, O'Mahoney (1D 
(Wyo.) said he believed existing patent laws tended to stifle 
the enterprise of small inventors who had contributed 
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heavily to engineering, mechanical, and electronic ad- 
vances of the past 50 years. 

William R, Ballard of the National Association of 
Manufacturers said the ‘‘fundamental patent law needs no 
mprovement,’’ but its administration ‘‘limps.”’ 

Oct. 11 -- Dr. Allan Dumont of Dumont television 
said a stricter definition of ‘‘patents’’ and ‘‘infringe- 
ments"’ was needed to avoid a growing tendency of U.S, 
courts to declare patents invalid when they become in- 
volved in infringement litigation. 

Oct, 12 -- Retired Federal Judge Learned Hand said 
it would be constitutional to protect patent holders against 
those who copy the invention. 


HOUSING 


COMMITTEE -- House Banking and Currency Hous- 
ing Subcommittee. 

HELD HEARINGS -- On housing conditions. 

TESTIMONY -- Oct, 6 -- At New York City, Thomas 
P, Coogan, president of Housing Securities Inc., a 
national mortgage clearing house, and John J. Scully, vice 
president of the Chase Manhattan Bank, criticized new 
federal regulations on mortgages. 

Coogan said the Federal Reserve Board was working 
“‘through the back door’’ to prevent commercial banks 
from making short-term loans to other lending institu- 
tions with FHA- and VA-guaranteed mortgages as col- 
lateral, 

Oct, 7 -- David L, Raider, a Brooklyn attorney for 
building contractors, said housing cooperative programs 
under the 1954 Housing Act have not ‘‘gotten off the 
ground,’’ He said FHA was ‘‘fearful’’ of an investigation 
if it went into the program, ‘‘and rather thanhave an in- 
vestigation, they sit back and do nothing.”’ 

Emil M. Keen, president of the Long Island Home 
Builders Institute, said uniform procedures by the FHA 
and VA would cut down delay and expense to contractors 
and purchasers. 

Oct, 12 -- At Philadelphia, Mayor Joseph S, Clark 
(D) said excessive and restrictive federal controls were 
contributing to the slow rate of new city homebuilding. 
‘The resulting slow rate of progress is barely enabling 
us to keep abreast of the rapid spread of slums,’’ he said. 


JURY ‘EAVESDROPPING’ 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Judiciary Internal Security 
Special Subcommittee, 

BEGAN HEARINGS -- On recordings made of jury 
deliberations at Wichita, Kan., as part of a study by the 
University of Chicago Law School. (See CO Weekly Re- 
port, p. 1122.) 

PESTIMONY -- Oct, 12 -- Dean Edward H, Levi of 
the University’s law school said the arrangements to 
record the jury deliberations were made with the consent 
of the trial judge and Chief Judge Orrie Phillips of the 
10th Judicial Circuit. He said jury deliberation record- 
ings made under proper safeguards could develop infor- 
mation helpful in strengthening the jury system. The 
recordings were not to be played publicly, he said. 





Oct. 13 -- Robert M. Cowger, a former assistant 
United States attorney for Kansas, said he agreed to per- 
mit a University of Chicago research teamto record jury 
deliberations in a condemnation case he was prosecuting 
for the government in May, 1954. 

George Templar, former U.S, attorney for Kansas, 
said he first learned of the recordings when they were 
played at the annual conference of the LOth Judicial Cir- 
cuit in July where ‘‘upwards of 75-100 persons were 
William C, Farmer, U.S, attorney for Kansas, 
who attended the conference, said his impression of the 
recordings was that they were ‘‘strictly a study of jury 
deliberation and,,,the.,.objective’’ was to determine 
whether juries were doing their job to the best of their 
ability and whether judges could improve their instruc- 
tions and lawyers explain their Cases more clearly. 

Fred L., Strodtbeck, Sociology professor at the Uni- 
versity of Chicago, said he thought those at the judicial 
conference were impressed by the high caliber of the jury 
and the way it arrived at its verdict in a complicated 
Case, 

Paul Kitch, Kansas lawyer, said he ‘‘sold’’ Levi on 
making the recordings in order to build confidence in the 
jury system. He said the recordings offered a ‘‘fair 
sampling of what the jury system can accomplish.’’ He 
said Supreme Court Justice Tom C, Clark and Solicitor 
General Simon Sobeloff were at the conference when the 
recordings were played. 

Chicago lawyer Abner J, Mikvasaid there were many 
precedents for disclosing ‘‘secrets"’ of jury deliberations 


present.”’ 


He said judges had been forced in some Kansas cases to 
allow jurors to testify as to what was said in their closed 
discussion, 


EXCISE TAX PROBLEMS 


COMMITTEE -- House Ways and Means Special 
Subcommittee, 

CONTINUED HEARINGS -- On excise taxes, (See CQO 
Weekly Report, p. 1122.) 

TESTIMONY -- Oct, 7 -- Charles R, Orem of Syl- 
vania Electric Products Co, said that by limiting federal 
excise taxes to articles of manufacture, levied at the 
manufacturing level, Congress could remedy existing.dif- 
ficulties in the selective tax system. 

Oct, 11 -- Maurice G, Paul, Jr., of the Federal Ex- 
cise Tax Council, Inc, said noone knew how much revenue 
was being lost due to confusion and uncertainty in the 
excise field, 

Oct. 12 -- Sigurd Tranmal of the Radio-Electronics- 
lelevision Manufacturers Association said it was not 
“unheard of for two manufacturers of the same article to 
have received conflicting rulings from the (Internal 
Revenue) Service’’ on excise taxation, ‘‘One ruling may 
hold the article to be tax exempt while the other ruling 
may determine that the article is taxable, Since neither 
ruling is published,the article may be taxed to one seller 
and not to another,’’ he said. 

Ernst k, Bareuther of the Philco Corp, said 
scarcely a week goes by in which we do not encounter 
some difficulty in determining the proper application of 
the excise tax law to some aspect of our operations. 
These questions must be resolved with the knowledge... 
that if our Competitors obtain amore favorable...solution 
than we, the results can be disastrous.”’ 

Oct, 13 -- Vernon Herndon of Chicago said difficul- 


ties imposed by the cabaret tax on hotel keepers were 


sO great, many were abandoning their entertainment 
rooms He said Congress was ‘‘clearly...discrimina- 
tory’’ when it cut the movie admissions taxto 10 percent 
while leaving the cabaret levy at 20 percent. 


NARCOTICS 
SENATI 


COMMITTEE -- Judiciary Narcotics Subcommittee 

CONTINUED HEARINGS -- On illegal narcotic: 
traffic. (See CQ Weekly Report, p. 1100.) 

rESTIMONY -- Oct. 12 -- In Austin, Tex., Col 
Homer Garrison, director of the state department of pub- 
lic safety, and his chief narcotics agent, W.l. Naylor, 
said 90 percent of all heroin and almost 98 percent of all 
marijuana illegally sold the Texas addicts entered the 
country from Mexico, They said Mexican officials were 
helping to stamp out the traffic, 


HOUSI 


COMMITTEI 
Subcommittee, 

BEGAN HEARINGS -- On illegal narcotics traffi 

rESTIMONY -- Oct. 13 -- Dr. G. Halsey Tlunt, U.S, 
assistant surgeon general, said addiction to barbituate 
wes increasing. ‘‘If full addiction (to barbiturates) de 


-- Ways and Means Special Narcotics 


ve, ops, it is more serious than addiction to opium 

Dr, Kenneth Chapman, chief of the Public Health Service’ 
neuro-psychiatric branch, division of hospitals, said 
physicians should be educated on ‘‘the size of a prescrip- 
tion for barbiturates.’ 


PUBLIC POWER POLICIES 


COMMITTEE -- House Government Operations Pub 
lic Works and Resources Subcommittee 

HELD HEARINGS -- On federal power policies. (See 
CQ) Weekly Report, p. 1065.) 

TESTIMONY -- Oct 1] -- Charles W, l.eavy, head 
of the Southeastern Power Administration, said failure to 
reach ‘‘satisfactory’’ power marketing agreements with 
private utilities on two power projects in Virginia and 
Georgia had cost the government a possible $2.3 million 
in revenue since 1953, He said it resulted from inability 
of the government to get the private utilities to transmit 
public power over their lines to rural cooperatives and 
public agencies, entitled to preference to federally 
generated power, 

Assistant Secretary of Interior Fred G. Aandahl said 
his department had requested and received an opinion on 
the legality of a ‘‘tricontract’’ proposal during negotia 
tions for sale of power in Georgia from Clark Hill Dam 
The contract would have turned public power over to the 
Georgia Power Co, for resale to cooperatives, Aandalil 
said the Attorney General had ruled that the contract 
should not be signed until an attempt had been made to 
sell the power directly to preference users. He said 


there was no reason to tell the company and Cooperativer 
about the opinion since it came after the Department had 
shelved the tricontract offer. 

Oct. 12 -- Aandahl submitted the Attorney General's 
opinion dated July 15, 1955. 
there were competing offers by public preference cus 


Ihe ruling held that where 


tomers and a non-preference utility, the government 
“must contract with the preference customer on Condition 


Week ending 





COMMITTEE CALENDAR 


SENATE COMMITTEES 


Judiciary Narcotics Subcommittee -- Nar- 
cotics traffic, at Houston, Texas. Con- 
tinues at Houston Oct, 18; Dallas, Oct, 19, 
20; Fort Worth, Oct. 21; Los Angeles, Oct, 
24-26; San Francisco, Oct, 27, 28. 

Judiciary Constitutional Rights Subcommit- 
tee -- Freedom of speech and press, Con- 
tinues through Oct. 28. 

Small Business Retailing, Distribution, and 
Mair Trade Practices Subcommittee -- 
New Jersey gasoline price war, at Newark, 
N.J, 

Interstate and Foreign Commerce Merchant 
Marine Training Subcommittee -- Mer- 
chant Marine training and education, at 
Massachusetts Maritime Academy, Con- 
tinues at Fort Schuyler, N.Y,, Oct. 26; 
Kings Point, N.Y., Oct, 27, 28; Washington, 
D.C,, Oct. 31. 

Senate Agriculture and Forestry -- Federal 
farm program at St. Paul, Minn, 
tinues at Worthington, Minn., Oct, 25; Des 
Moines, lowa, Oct, 26; Brookings, S.D., 
Oct, 27; Minot, $.D., Oct, 28; Pendleton, 
Ore., Oct. 31; Fresno, Calif., Nov. 2; 
Albuquerque, N,M., Nov. 4; Hutchinson, 
Kan., Nov. 7; Fort Worth, Texas, Nov, 8, 
9; Alexandria, l.a., Nov. 10; Macon, Ga., 
Nov, 12; Columbia, 5.C,, Nov. 14; Raleigh, 
N.C,, Nov. 15; Montpelier, Vt., Nov. 1%; 
Utica, N.Y., Nov. 19; Chicago, Ill., Nov. 21. 

District of Columbia Judiciary Subcommittee 
-- Potomac Electric Power Co, proposal 
to erect steam generator plant on the Poto- 
mac River in Loudon County, Va. 

Judiciary Constitutional Rights Subcommit- 
tee -- Right of Assembly. Continues 
through Dec. 9, 

Agriculture and Forestry Farmer Committee 
Subcommittee -- Alleged political manipu- 
lation of the farmer's committee program, 
at St. Louis. Continues Nov, 15. 

Interior and Insular Affairs Minerals, Ma- 
terials, and Fuels Subcommittee -- Gov- 
ernment timber sale policies at Redding, 
Calif. Continues at Klamath Falls, Ore., 
Nov. 15; Medford, Ore., Nov. 16; Roseburg, 
Ore., Nov. 17; Eugene, Ore., Nov, 18; Port- 


Con- 





that such customer will, within a reasonable time...obtain 
the means for taking and delivering the power.’’ Aandahl 
said the Department had not contracted with the Georgia 
cooperatives because they had no means of taking the 
power and that Georgia Power had refused to transmit 
power over its own lines to them, He said that since de- 
livery of the opinion a tentative agreement had been 
reached with Georgia power totransmit Clark Hill energy 
at terms more favorable to the utility. Aandahl said he 
attended ‘‘several’’ White House conferences in 1955 on 
the ‘‘over-all policy’ of the proposed contract. 
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land, Ore., Nov. 21; Quinault Indian Reser- 
vation, Wash., Nov. 22; Stevenson, Wash., 
Nov. 23; Colville Indian Reservation, 
Wash., Nov. 25; Seattle, Wash., Nov, 28. 

Judiciary Immigration and Naturalization 
Subcommittee -- McCarran-Walter Act 
changes. 

Labor and Public Welfare Labor Subcommit 
tee -- Union welfare funds. 

Public Works -- Consider authorizing power 
development of the Niagara River. 

Interstate and Foreign Commerce -- Radio 
and television industry. 


Nov 21 


HOUSE COMMITTEES 


Ways and Means Special Subcommittee -- 
Excise tax problems. Continues through 
Oct. 18. 

Merchant Marine and Fisheries -- Shipping 
industry labor problems, at |.os Angeles. 
Continues Oct, 21. 

Government Operations Military Operations 
Subcommittee -- Navy purchase of under- 
powered jet fighter planes. 

Judiciary Antitrust and Monopoly Subcom- 
mittee -- Government advisory groups. 

Small Business -- Anti-price discrimination 
law administration. Continues through 
Nov. 4. Resumes Nov. 14. 

Government Operations Special Subcommit- 
tee -- Suppression of government informa- 
tion. Continues through Nov, 11. 


JOINT COMMITTEES 


Economic Report Economic Stablilization 
Subcommittee -- Automation, Continues 
through Oct, 28. 

Economic Report Economic Statistics Sub- 
committee -- Unemployment. Continues 
Nov. 8. 

Economic Report Foreign Economic Policy 
Subcommittee -- Foreign economic policy. 
Continues through Nov, 17, 

Economic Report Low-Income Families Sub- 
committee -- Low-income families. Con- 
tinues through Nov. 23. 

Economic Report Tax Policy Subcommittee 
-- Tax policy. Continues through Dec. 16. 


Oct. 13 -- Chairman Earl Chudoff (D Pa.) said he 
wanted details of the reported White House conference: 

Rural Electrification Administrator Ancher Nelsen 
praised operating efficiencies he said were involved in 
a lease-operated plant arrangement between Colorado- 
Ute Electric Association and Western Colorado Power 
Co. He said there were advantages from integration of 
electric cooperative transmission systems with private 
utilities. But he denied REA ever had attempted to force 
“shotgun weddings’’ of co-ops and utilities as the price of 
an REA loan 











Capitol Quotes 





RUSSIA -- ‘‘If the Russian rulers...wish to be 
more amiable and friendly in their dealing with 
western powers, it is because they fear trouble with 
their own people, or feel that Red China will eventual - 
ly be strong enough to walk by itself...Discount the 
Claims of the Russian rulers that they want to live in 
peaceful co-existence with other nations... They can- 
not be trusted ontheir record.,,’’--Rep. Usher L, 
Burdick (R N,D,) Oct. 13 release. 


‘The Russians have a long tradition of excellent 
work in the basic sciences... They put overriding em- 
phasis on the training of scientists and engineers 
with the ability to translate abstract ideas into goods 
...We must find a way of persuading a far larger 
proportion of our young generations that careers in 
these fields are full of challenge and great rewards."’ 
-- Rep. Melvin Price (D Ill.) Oct. 11 release. 


‘‘Our defense against the many-sided Communist 
threat has made no visible advances within the last 
few years...The ranks of true anti-Communists are 
thinner... The censure of Senator McCarthy was the 
most important victory of the Communists in this 
time of transition, because the Soviet leaders knew 
exactly what advances they could make next... The 
Soviet ‘peace offensive’ is a propoganda campaign to 
undermine our military power by putting public 
opinion to sleep.”’ -- Sen. William E, Jenner(R Ind.) 
Sept. 23 address. _ re aay a 


THE BUDGET -- ‘‘During the 1952 campaign, Re- 
publican spokesmen proclaimed their intention of 
simultaneously accomplishing a balanced budget and 
lower taxes. The futility of attempting such an ideal 
in time of global unrest has become apparent,,.there 
is considerable fat which can be lopped from the 
military budget...the budget cutting should not, how- 
ever, Cut into the sinews of war potential...’’ -- Rep. 
Harlan Hagen (D Calif.) Oct. 13 release. 


SCHOOL AID -- ‘‘There are many people - and | 
am one of them - who favor further federal with- 
drawal from activities which should be left to the 
states. When we consider that any state gets back 
only a fraction of each dollar it sends to Washington 
we Can see that a state is amply able to meet its own 
problems,..if it is not gouged by Uncle Sam.”’ -- 
Rep. Earl Wilson (R Ind.) Oct. 3 newsletter. 


FARM PROBLEMS -- ‘‘Despite all its lip-service 
of concern over declining farm income, the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture still appears determined to cling 
to its theory of trying to reduce production by forcing 
down prices and farm income, thereby squeezing out 
of business farmers with more limited capital re- 
serves...they have refused to accept the idea of 
achieving needed adjustments by incentives rather 
than penalties...The results of such policies.,.can 
only mean perpetuating surpluses, and perpetuating 
and aggravating declines in farm income,.”’ -- Sen, 
Hubert H. Humphrey (D Minn.) Oct. 9 release 


‘Secretary of Agriculture Ezra Taft Benson's 
efforts to shrink the government-held surpluses and 
to modify the role of government in ‘managed Agricul- 
ture’ are piling upillogical, inaccurate, and distorted 
political charges against him...Secretary Benson is 
making vigorous and imaginative efforts to discover 
new outlets at home and abroad for our farm pro- 
duce,’’ -- Rep. Gerald R, Ford, Jr.(R Mich.) Oct. 14 
release. 


‘The Republicans are trying to make it appear 
now that the 1952 promise was only to support 90 
percent of parity through 1954, It was not so under- 
stood in 1952,..The contortions of the Republican 
leaders trying to wriggle out of their...promises 
remind me of a mantrying to free himself from sticky 
flypaper...We should build up consumption of food at 
home and abroad.,.liberalize our foreigntrade policy 
...concentrate our efforts towards helping the small 
and low income farmers who need help the most,. 
-- Sen, Paul H, Douglas (D Il.) Oct, 12 address, 


LABOR AND '56-- ‘‘Both the Republican and 
Democratic parties will have to reckon with the 
emergency of a new political force, the coor- 
dinated effort of a labor group to dominate the 
national scene...The election may well resolve 
itself into a contest between a captive Democratic 
Party obeying the will of one highly organized 
Class-conscious and militant force.,..Republicans 
will speak as a National Party...Our opponents may 
be concentrating their appeal upon the same slogans 
which were used to political advantage.. throughout 
the '30’s...’’ -- Sen. George H, Bender (R Ohio) Oct, 
15 newsletter. 











Week in Congress 





: ° : Thirteen months in advance of the 1956 
The Presidenti al Ring Presidential election, possible candi- 
dates and candidate-makers stepped up their activities. None went so far as to toss 
his hat in the ring, but some hinted they or their candidates were ready if called 
upon, Others took their hats out of the air before they could land in the ring. 
Meanwhile, all awaited word from President Eisenhower and his doctors as to 
what the chief executive’s plans would be in 1956, The latest from his physicians: 


Mr. Eisenhower would be back at his desk about Jan. 1. 


Taxing Questions 


A House subcommittee, continuing hearings on excise 
taxes, heard industry representatives complain about 
‘‘confusion’’ in the tax administration program, An 
electronics industry spokesman said the Internal 
Revenue Service sometimes tells one manufacturer 
his article is tax-exempt, but rules the same article 
taxable in a similar case. Said a radio manufac- 
turers’ representative: ‘‘Scarcely a week goes by in 
which we do not encounter some difficulty in de- 
termining the proper application of the excise tax 
law to some aspect of our operations.”’ 


Non-Cooperative Power 


Power cooperatives charged private power firms with 
failing to cooperate with efforts to transmit federal 
power to the cooperatives. A House subcommittee 
was told the private utilities wouldn’t move the fed- 
eral power over their lines, thereby preventing the 
public groups from getting it. Assistant Secretary of 
Interior Fred G, Aandahl said his department had 
dropped plans to use a private group as ‘‘middle- 
man‘’ between a federal power plant and a coopera- 
tive power agency even before the Attorney General 
ruled the proposal was illegal. 


Eavesdropping 


“Strictly a study of jury deliberation.’’ That's how 
a United States attorney described recordings made 
of jury deliberations by a university law school. 
Che attorney joined others involved in the recording 
project in explaining it to a Senate subcommittee. 
The law school dean said recordings of jury de- 
liberations, made under proper safeguards, could 
develop information to strengthen the jury system. 


| Stories here are summaries of the week's events. For Weekly 


Report pages with more details, check Contents on the cover 
| 


Lobby Law Tangle 


In the face of apathy, a small segment of 
Congress will try to untangle the confused lobby 
law in 1956. The 1946 law was enacted to regu- 
late those who attempt toinfluence Congress and 
to open their activities to public scrutiny, Nearly 
a decade of experience has left even the experts 
hazy on the law’s mechanics. Few are satisfied 
that the goal of above-board lobbying has been 
attained. Chairman John F, Kennedy (DD Mass.) 
of the Senate Government Operations Reorgani- 
zation Subcommittee plans a full-scale probe of 
lobbying early in the 1956 session. Notonly the 
lobby corps, but all Americans who live under 








the laws the lobbyists help shape wil] be affected. 
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Disarmament 


Disarmament talk continued on two fronts. Harold 
E, Stassen, the President's special assistant on di 
armament, called on eight military, scientific, and 
industrial leaders to help reappraise United States 
policy. Secretary of State John Foster Dulles said 
he hoped Russia would accept the President’s air 
inspection proposal, while Mr. Eisenhower wrote the 
Russians the U.S, would accept their offer to ex- 
change ground inspection teams. 


Watchful Waiting 


Congressional investigators, ever ready to assert 
their power to compel testimony, again lic becalmed 
in a legal sea. Foronce, Republican and Democratic 
Congressmen find themselves inthe same boat as they 
await the court’s response to the latest questions 
raised by the clash between assertions of legislative 
power and claims of individual rights. Crux of the 
problem remains the power to punish for contempt of 
Congress. When may a witness properly refuse to 
answer the questions of Congressional investigators? 





